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« The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to comrtiunication(s) filed on . 

2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^] Claim(s) 1-14 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) D Claim(s) 1-14 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 1 1 9 and 1 20 

13) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)D All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received, 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under.35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) O Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 

2) O Notice of DraftspersorVs Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) Q Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) O Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) . 6) Q Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

1 . This communication is responsive to the applicant's amendment dated 01/1 3/2003 . The 
Applicant(s) amended claims 1-7 and 9, and added claims 1 1-14. 



2. The examiner withdraws the disclosure objections a) - c), because the applicant made the 
amendment of changing the title, adding the headings for each section, and correcting the errors. 

The examiner withdraws the drawing objections a) - b), because the applicant made the 
amendment of adding the text labels to the function boxes and deleting the nonfunctional boxes 
in the drawing. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-10 and new claims 11-14 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

3. Regarding claim rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102, the applicant argues that: 

"Applicant respectfully submits that it is quite clear that Barzegar does not teach or suggest 
adjusting a capacity parameter for the vocal commanding based on the indication signal, as claimed. While 
Barzegar does disclose utilizing speech recognition in a voice dialing scenario (e.g., see column 15, lines 1- 
30), the capacity parameter for the vocal commanding appears to be fixed. On the other hand, the present 
invention, teaches that a flexible capacity parameter is utilized for adjusting the available bandwidth 
between terminal and speech recognizer and/or for adjusting a processor capacity of terminal and/or speech 
recognizer, e.g., a sampling rate or a noise reduction being deactivated, as a result of which name dialing, 
command and control, and dictation can be done with the highest efficiency. 



Response to Arguments 
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Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that independent claims 1, 4, 7 and 10, should be 
allowable because the cited reference does not teach or suggest all of the features of the claims." 
(amendment: page 1 1, paragraphs 2-3). 



In response to applicant's argument that the referenced prior art (Barzegar) "does not 
teach or suggest adjusting a capacity parameter for the vocal commanding based on the 
indication signal", the examiner respectfully disagree^with the applicant. It is noted that the prior 
art discloses that the FMP/NSP provides bandwidth-on-demand feature (column 17, lines 37-60), 
which suggests that the system can provide variable bandwidth and the corresponding capacity 
parameter, so that whoever need certain bandwidth, the system is capable of providing the 
requested bandwidth. In this case, even though the speech recognition function (herein 
equivalent to speech recognizer) is located in the NSP (network server platform), the system can 
treat the recognizer as a normal bandwidth demander. In addition, Barzegar further discloses a 
public switch with SS7 type network (column $, lines 34-35) and ATM switch network (column, 
5, line 25), which further supports the variable bandwidth applications. 

At this point, the examiner believes that the applicant's argument is not persuasive. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in 
section 351(a) shall have the effect under this subsection of a national application published under section 122(b) 
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only if the international application designating the United States was published under Article 21(2)(a) of such 
treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United States for the purposes of this 
subsection based on the filing of an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a). 

4. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Barzegar et al. 
(USPN 6,363,079) hereinafter referenced as Barzegar. 

Regarding claim 1, Barzegar discloses a multifunction interface facility connecting 

wideband multiple access subscriber loops with various networks. Barzeger's disclosure 

comprises: 

a) a communication interface of the intelligent services director (ISD) 22 (Fig. l)at user 
side, for collecting different customer premise equipment (CPE) 10 and coupling a twisted-pair 
wire 30 to a central office 34 (column 5, lines 3-5) at network side, 

b) a network server platform (NSP) 36 (Figs. 1 and 4B) configured to provide various 
services, providing a voice/call processor 186 (Fig. 4) that handles many functions including 
voice recognition functions (equivalent to speech recognizer) for spoken commands input from 
any of the ISD connected devices (column 10, lines 25-44), 

c) a communication network architecture (Fig. 1) (column 5, lines 1-50) providing 
narrowband network through (circuit) switches and/or broadband network (through packet 
switches such as ATM, SONET, an internet backbone (column 8, lines 13-16), and a facilities 
management platform (FMP) 32 (Fig. 1) providing a detector for detecting call signaling data 
from user side via ISD 22 and providing direct mechanism for handling signaling data (column 
10, lines 46-66 and column 13, lines 3-8), 

d) a request/response signaling dialog mechanism between user and network via ISD 22 
(Fig. 1), FMP 32, and NSP 36 providing priority bandwidth allocation and bandwidth on 
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demand application (column 13, lines 9-45), and further providing a client/server type of service 
for adjusting, updating and reinitiating demands by using applets applications (column 6, 16- 



e) a voice-activated call process providing the interaction between the NSP 36 (Fig. 1) 
and the FMP 32 (column 14, lines 61-65) and providing voice dialing service (column 15, lines 



which corresponds to the claimed "a telecommunication system comprising: a network; 
a terminal communicably linked to said network, wherein said network comprises: 
a switch comprising a detector for detecting an indication signal; and a speech recognizer for 
vocal commanding, said speech recognizer comprising an adjustor for adjusting a variable 
capacity parameter for said vocal commanding based on said indication signal detected by said 
detector", wherein the speech recognizer comprising extra feature, such as adjustor, is equivalent 
to the functionality of the network server platform NSP (combine with FMP) providing voice 
recognition (column 10, line 43) and bandwidth demanding features (column 13, lines 20-32). 

Regarding claim 2, Barzegar discloses everything claimed, as applied above (see claim 
1). Particularly, Barzeger discloses a request/response signaling dialog mechanism between user 
and network via ISD 22 (Fig. 1), FMP 32, and NSP 36, for bandwidth on demand application 
(column 13, lines 9-45), and a client/server type of service for adjusting, updating and 
reinitiating demands by using applets applications (column 6, 16-39), which corresponds to the 
claimed "said adjustor farther adjusts said capacity parameter based on a network signal 
generated by said network." 



39), 



1-33), 
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Regarding claim 3, Barzegar discloses everything claimed, as applied above (see claim 
1). Barzegar further discloses a voice dialing scenario in that on use side, a subscriber picks up 
the telephone (start to collect voice data that is equivalent to preprocess) and if no digits have 
been dialed after a specified period of time has elapsed, the ISD 22 (Fig. 1) may start digitizing 
the voice information into data and the voice samples are then stored in a wave file, which is 
subsequently transmitted to the FMP 32; on network side, the FMP 32 will forward the received 
information the NSP 36 and the NSP 36 will attempt to authenticate the request, determine the 
identity of the subscriber by looking at the address, interpret the information (herein equivalent 
to final process) in the wave files and take the appropriate action (column 15, lines 2-15), which 
corresponds to the claimed "said terminal comprises a preprocessing unit for preprocessing 
signals, and said speech recognizer comprising a final processing unit for final processing said 
preprocessed signals." 

Regarding claim 4, it discloses a "speech recognizer for use in a telecommunication 
system", which corresponds to the claim 1. The rejection is based on the same reason as the 
claim 1, because it is inherent in that it simply provides the same structure and functionality 
found in claim 1. 

Regarding claim 5, Barzegar discloses everything claimed, as applied above (see claim 

4) . In addition, the rejection is based on the same reason as the claim 2, because it is inherent in 
that it simply provides the same structure and functionality found in claim 2. 

Regarding claim 6, Barzegar discloses everything claimed, as applied above (see claim 

5) . In addition, the rejection is based on the same reason as the claim 3, because it is inherent in 
that it simply provides the same structure and functionality found in claim 3. 
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Regarding claims 7 and 9, they disclose a "terminal for use in a telecommunication 
system", which correspond to the claims 1 and 3 respectively. The rejection is based on the 
same reason as the claims 1 and 3 respectively, because it is inherent in that it simply provides 
the same structure and functionality found in claims 1 and 3 respectively. 

Regarding claim 8, Barzegar discloses everything claimed, as applied above (see claim 
7). Barzegar further discloses a communication interface of the intelligent services director 
(ISD) 22 at user side, for collecting different customer premise equipment (CPE) 10 that may 
couple to a normal telephone 15 and/or a digital phone 18 (see Fig. 1), which corresponds to the 
claimed "said terminal comprises a man-machine interface for receiving said indication signal." 

Regarding claim 10, it discloses a method, which corresponds to the apparatus of claim 
1; the method is inherent in that it simply provides functionality for the structure found in claim 
1. 

Regarding claim 11, Barzegar discloses everything claimed, as applied above (see claim 
1). Barzegar further discloses a communication interface of the intelligent services director 
(ISD) 22 at user side, for collecting different customer premise equipment (CPE) 10 that may 
couple to a normal telephone 15 and/or a digital phone 18 (see Fig. 1), which inherently includes 
a indication signal (initiating signaling) when one starts a call, which corresponds to the claimed 
"said indication signal is generated by said terminal" 

Regarding claim 12, Barzegar discloses everything claimed, as applied above (see claim 
1). Barzegar farther discloses a communication interface of the intelligent services director 
(ISD) 22 at user side, for collecting different customer premise equipment (CPE) 1 0 that may 
couple to a normal telephone 15 and/or a digital phone 18 (see Fig. 1), wherein the telephone 
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inherently includes a key pad for keying signal as a indication signal (initiating signaling) when 
one starts a call, which corresponds to the claimed "said indication signal comprises a telephone 
number, a key signal or a vocal signal generated by a user of said terminal. 5 ' 

Regarding claim 13, Barzegar discloses everything claimed, as applied above (see claim 
1). Barzegar further discloses the FMP/NSP providing bandwidth-on-demand feature (column 
17, lines 37-60) and a public switch using SS7 type network (column 5, lines 34-35) that 
inherently includes processor for generating signaling (interactive operating signals in for 
connection in the communication network), corresponds to the claimed "said switch comprises a 
processor for generating an information signal in response to the indication signal detected by 
said detector, said adjustor adjusts said capacity parameter based on said information signal." 

Regarding claim 14, Barzegar discloses everything claimed, as applied above (see claim 
lyty Barzegar further discloses a public switch with SS7 type network (column 5, lines 34-35) 
that inherently includes processor for generating signaling (operating signals for interactive 
connection in a communication network) and the FMP/NSP providing bandwidth-on-demand 
feature (column 17, lines 37-60), which corresponds to the claimed "said processor controls at 
least one of an available bandwidth, sampling rate, and noise reduction with regards 
communication with said terminal based on said capacity parameter." 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 



6. Any response to this office action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington D.C. 2023 1 

or faxed to: 

(703)-872-9314 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 

Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington. VA. Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Qi Han whose telephone numbers is (703) 305-5631 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. and 
Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 12:00 a.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold, can be reached on (703) 305-4379. 

Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone 
number is (703) 306-0377. , 

QH/qh MARSHA D. BANKS-HAROLD 

March 1 1 , 2003 SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 

TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



